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populated areas; marof those sites are near watepgies; mary of those sites are in areas with seismic agtiviihey also favor
enactment because the Government will be finagdialble if it does not meet its contractual commitments to move the nuclear waste.
Finally, they understand that lea\grthe waste where it is will result in a loss off#2cent of the United States' electricgbdy in

the next cople of decades as nuclealents run out of stoge gace and are forced to shut down pdenvironmentalists gpose
moving the waste because th&avor shuttig down nucleapower plants; paradoxicaly, thoseplants were built at the ging of
environmentalists, who initiglifavored nucleapower because it is a ngolluting fuel). Moving the waste to the staga site will

not pose a difficulties--tons of hih-level nuclear waste have beenpgieid all over America for decades, and are stjularly
shipped.

Really the ony valid agument gainst movirg the waste is that it was unfairpgitk Nevada as havinthe ony site that could be
evaluated for its suitabilitfor permanent} storirg the waste, and to dgsiate the Nevada Test Site as the default interimggora
location. These decisions were made to end the incessart iettmuildirg a storge facility. Nuclear utiliyy customers have been taxed
since 1982 to build the faciit which was spposed to have been cpiated in 1998. The citizens of Nevada agaiast these
despnations, as would be the citizens offarther State. Theerception is thatputting the waste in Nevada witlose dagers for
them. Thg are wrom, but it is natural to have thpgrcgption given the toxic nature of nuclear waste. Copsatly, the Senators from
Nevada have mounted determined filibusteairest all efforts to store the Nation’s nuclear waste in their State.

In this instance, thehave mounted a filibustegainst the motion tg@roceed to the House bill. Théhave made two basic
procedural aguments gainstproceediry. First, thg have chaged that movig to this issue is an effort to kill theendirg tobacco bill,
because it woul@ut that bill back on the calendar dugithependeng of the nuclear waste bill. However, the jdidty Leader has
stated that it is his intent to move immediatehck to the tobacco bill, which has been tipdion days by Democratic Senators’ efforts
to block a vote on the Gramm amendment to eliminate the mapemaly. Members are ying to work out a copromise on that
amendment; while mtiationsproceed, we can wade thighuthe filibusters on this bill. The Nlerity Leader has eveamropounded
a unanimous consentguest to rguire the Senate to return to the tobacco bill aftguadisy of the nuclear waste bill. Democratic
Senators who favgrassage of the tobacco tgslation have ojected, but not a site gpponent of that Igislation has ay problems
with that request. Thus, thprocedural agument is invalid; no dejaneeds to occur. Our coligages argust makig the agument in
an atterpt to st the bpartisan mgority who favor this bill fronpassim it.

The secongrocedural ggument our collegues have made is that the House will not vote on this igsiretaisyear. As evidence,
they point to apress releaseytour Rgublican House colleme who is runnig for the Senategainst the senior Senator from Nevada.
In thatpress release, our House cafjee, who also straty opposes storig the Nation’s nuclear waste in Nevada, wrote tipatger
Gingrich has assured him that the House will not vote on this iggie thisyear. Based on that assurance, the senior Senator from
Nevada has insisted that we should not invoke cloture because his elppboerd has alregdmanaed to kill ary possibility of
this bill beirg enacted. It igenerous of our collgae togive his gponent that credit, but we have not heard frqyae&er Gigrich
on the accuracof this claim. We think that this bill has such overwhebpysgpport in the House that we will be ableg@vail ypon
our House collegues togo to conference and woduce a vetgroof conference iort.

We probabiy will not prevail on this vote because our Democratic cglies are attepting to make it gartisan vote. However,
we will be back. A strog bipartisan mgority supports this Igislation, and a few chaes have been getiated that will increase its
support. When a lespartisan atmgshereprevails, we believe we will obtain cloture.

Those opposinghe motion to invoke cloture contended:
Argument 1:

We qpose this bill for the same substantive reasons that we Ipgesex it orprior occasions, and weppose it for two new
procedural reasons as well. On substargieeinds, this bill will reuire the unsafe trapertation of nuclear waste, whichgsrfectly
safe where it is currentlstored, to an arbitrayilpicked site in Nevada, it will uire the waste to be stored at that site evengtinou
it has not been determined that it will be safe to do so, and it will waive several environngeiiretrents to make it easier to decide
that it will be safe to do so. Qmoceduralgrounds, greeirg to this motion tqroceed will result in the tobacco bill bgineturned
to the calendar. Everday 3,000 kidspick up the deadi habit of smokig. Ever day that we delg in passirg the tobacco bill will
mean that manmore children will be lured into smoldnlif we let the tobacco bill be returned to the calendar, some Senatprs ma
then use delang tactics to kep it there. Our seconprocedural ofection is thapassimg the nuclear waste bill is a waste of time,
because |gaker Gigrich has told Regresentative Engh that the House will not vote on the issgaia thisyear. In other words, the
bill is alrea¢y dead. We therefore gg Senators toppose cloture.

Argument 2:

We sipport the Nuclear Waste PaojicAct but theprocedural aguments gainst it are corpelling.



